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The United States Telephone Association ("USTA") hereby tiles these reply comments in

response to the Commission's Public Notice. I USTA is the principal trade association for the

local exchange carrier industry ("LECs").

The Commission's Public Notice was issued in response to USTA's Petition for Waiver

("Petition"), a waiver petition filed by TDS, and a letter requesting similar relief filed by the LEC

ANI Coalition 2 regarding its payphone Orders.3 USTA agrees with APCC that the Commission

should immediately answer the following questions: (I) what coding digit system is ultimately

Public Notice DA 97-2214 released October 20. 1997.

2 USTA's Petition for Waiver (September 30, 1997); TDS petition for Waiver
(October 1, 1997); Letter from Michael Kellogg to John Muleta, Deputy Chief Common Carrier
Bureau (September 30, 1997) (LEC ANI Coalition consists of Ameritech, Bell Atlantic,
BellSouth, GTE, Pacific Bell, SBC, Nevada Bell, SNET and US WEST).

3 Implementation ofthe Pay Telephone Reclass(fication and Compensation
Provisions ofthe Telecommunications Act of1996, CC Docket No. 96-128, Report & Order, 11
FCC Rcd 20541 (1996) ("Payphone Order"); Order on Reconsideration, 1.1 FCC Rcd 212337), .i-
(1996) ("Order on Reconsideration"). . ,UJ.-
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required; (2) what is the timetable for complete implementation of this system; (3) how should

the required coding digit service be tariffed; and (4) what kind of compensation plan should be in

effect during the waiver period.4 As USTA, the LEC ANI Coalition, and TDS have explained,

the absence of answers to these and other questions supports Commission grant of a waiver.

USTA urges the Commission to grant its Petition because special circumstances warrant the

relief requested and the public interest will benefit from a waiver adopted consistent with

arguments raised in USTA's Petition and this filing.

USTA'S WAIVER PETITION
IS SUPPORTED BY THE RECORD
AND SHOULD BE GRANTED

WorldCom and other parties argue that USTA's Petition, and others under consideration

by the Commission, fail to meet the standard required for a waiver. 5 The purported basis of

WorldCom's argument is that the requested relief is overly broad, can only be addressed in a

rulemaking, and the relief requested will not solve the problem of implementing specific coding

digits that provide for per-call tracking. 6 WorldCom's argument simply ignores the standard for

4 APCC Comments at ii-iii, 13.

WorldCom Comments at 6-12; AT&T Comments at 1-3 (October 30); Frontier
Comments at 2-7; MCI Comments at 5-10; CompTel at 4; Sprint Comments at 2. Unfortunately,
these parties fail to recognize the difficulty of implementing per-call tracking. Also, as explained
by the LEC ANI Coalition, interexchange carriers have been inconsistent in comments regarding
their ability to use existing LEC technology to deploy per-call tracking, waffling over the time
and cost of implementing per-call tracking and compensation arrangements. See LEC ANI
Coalition Comments at 3-4.

6 Id. at 7-8
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granting a waiver and the facts presented in support of the waiver requests.

As USTA explained in its Petition,7 "Waiver of the Commission's rules is appropriate

only if special circumstances warrant a deviation from the general rule and such deviation serves

the public interest."g In addition, the Commission has previously granted waivers in this

proceeding.9

The Commission's own Waiver Order acknowledges the difficulty of implementing

per-call tracking. As the Commission stated:

This waiver of the requirements applicable to LECs and PSPs will provide LECs,
IXCs and PSPs with additional time that the record indicates is necessary to
implement the procedures needed to transmit payphone-specific coding digits,
without further delaying the payment of per-call compensation required by
Section 276 of the Act. 10

The Commission's Waiver Order also serves the public interest. The Commission

acknowledged:

The efforts to date indicate that the industry is working collaboratively in good
faith toward the goal of enabling all payphones to transmit coding digits.

7 USTA Petition for Waiver at 4.

In the Matter ofImplementation ofthe Pay Telephone Reclass~fication Order and
Compensation Provisions ofthe Telecommunications Act 0['1996, CC Docket No. 96-128, Order
at 12, ~23 (released April 4, 1997), citing Northwest Cellular Telephone Company v. FCC, 897
F.2d 1164, 1166 (D.C. Cir. 1990) and WAIT Radio v. FCC, 418 F.2d 1153,1159 (D.C. Cir.
1969); See also In the Matter ofImplementation o[,the Pay Telephone Reclass~fication Order
and Compensation Provisions o.[,the Telecommunications Act 0.['1996. CC Docket No. 96-128,
Order at 11-12, ~23 (released April 15, 1997).

9 See, e.g., In the Matter ofImplementation ofthe Pay Telephone Reclasstfication
Order and Compensation Provisions o.fthe Telecommunications Act 0['1996, CC Docket No. 96­
128, Order (released April 15, 1997)(Commission grants waiver for LECs filing intrastate
tariffs); Order (released April 4)(Commission grants waiver for LECs filing interstate tariffs).

10 Waiver Order at 4, ~9, CC Docket No. 96-128 (October 7, 1997).
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Waiver of this rule will serve the public interest because it will allow us to move
forward in implementing the statutory requirement that PSPs receive fair
compensation for calls placed from their payphones. Refusal to waive this
requirement would lead to the inequitable result that many payphone providers -­
particularly independent providers who do not control the network modifications
necessary to permit payphone-specific coding digits to be transmitted -- would be
denied any compensation while implementation issues are being resolved by the
industry. I

1

Comments from the LEC industry indicate that their efforts to provide specific coding

digits through the implementation of Flex ANI will comply with the Commission's March 9,

1998 deadline. 12 Where carriers have chosen to implement Flex ANI, it is clear that a further

waiver is necessary and would serve the public interest. Bell Atlantic and SBC explain that

limitations in their network switches ability to pass Flex ANI coding digits will require further

network modifications which cannot be completed by March 9. 13

Carriers who deploy OLNS/LIDB 14 should be permitted to continue to make use of this

service in meeting the requirement to provide per-call tracking of payphone calls. The need for

flexibility and optionality in the Commission's regulations is further supported by the nationwide

deployment of OLNS/LIDB. In its Comments, Illuminet states that it provides OLNS/LIDB

services to over 900 independent LECs nationwide. 15 APCC, the industry trade association for

independent PSPs, supports the use of OLNS/LIDB concluding:

II

12

13

14

15

Id. at 4, ~~1O-11.

Ameritech Comments at 2.

Bell Atlantic Comments at 1; SBC Comments at 2-6.

See SNET Comments at 1-5; TDS Comments at 1-6.

Illumine!' s Comments at 2.
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AT&T alleges that it cannot track payphone calls and pay per-call compensation
in the absence of payphone-specific ANI transmitted on every call .... AT&T's
support for this claim is not convincing. There does not appear to be any
compelling reason why AT&T or other carriers could not, if necessary, track and
pay per-call compensation by using OLNS '" or even LEC-ANI list screening.
AT&T claims OLNS or variations of OLNS can be used only to track access code
calls -- and cannot be used to track subscriber 800 calls -- because only access
code calls are routed to a Class 5 switch that can launch a data base query. Yet,
during 1996, AT&T, MCI and Sprint were tracking and paying per-call
compensation to payphone providers in Illinois, for intrastate access code and
subscriber 800 calls, pursuant to an order of the Illinois Commerce Commission
.... Furthermore, MCI and Sprint have both indicated that they can track
subscriber 800 payphone calls well enough to bill 800 service subscribers a
payphone compensation surcharge of 35 cents per call. 16

As USTA stated in its Petition, the Commission has recognized that tracking capabilities

vary from carrier to carrier and for that reason the Commission concluded that it would not

mandate a particular technological standard for per-call tracking. 17 The record in this proceeding

establishes that OLNS/LIDB is a technology that meets the tracking requirements and should be

accepted as such by the FCC.

LECS WITH NON-EQUAL ACCESS
SWITCHES SHOULD BE EXEMPT FROM
PROVIDING SPECIFIC PAYPHONE DIGITS

There is no disagreement that LECs with non-equal access switches should be granted a

waiver from providing specific coding digits. 18 This waiver should also apply to switches which

16 APCC Comments at 21-22.

17 USTA Petition at 7-8, citing the Commission's Payphone Report and Order at 50,
~96; Payphone Reconsideration Order at 46, ~~93, 99.

18 See, e.g., AT&T Comments at 7 (October 7,1997); MCI Comments at 3; NECA
Comments at 2-3; Sprint Comments at 3.
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employ Bell I signaling. In addition, the Commission should retain the bulk compensation

arrangement currently in place under the Commission's Waiver Order or permit per-call

compensation through the use of LEC ANI lists.

COST RECOVERY SHOULD BE IMPLEMENTED
PRIOR TO THE COMMISSION MANDATING FLEX ANI

A number of commentators have stated that the Commission should require LECs to

provide specific coding digits through Flex AN!. I'! The Commission must authorize full cost

recovery prior to mandating implementation of Flex ANI to ensure that LECs are not burdened

with the expense of implementing a Commission mandate with no means to pay for it. By

establishing a cost recovery mechanism prior to mandating Flex ANI, LECs will avoid the

financial burdens which currently exist in deploying local number portability where no cost

recovery mechanism has been established by the Commission.

In CC Docket No. 91-35, the Commission permitted LECs the option of tariffing

OLNS/LIDB or Flex ANI for providing fraud protection. Either Flex ANI or OLNS/LIDB can

be used to meet the requirements under the Act that PSPs are fairly compensated for payphone

traffic. Carriers such as SNET, TDS, and US WEST, however, relied on the Commission's

Order in CC Docket No. 91-35 in implementing OLNS/LIDB, a service which has not found a

market and is not likely should the Commission mandate Flex ANI for per-call tracking.20 LECs

1'! See, e.g., AT&T Comments at 1-4 (October 30,1997); MCI Comments at 4-5;
Sprint's Comments at 3.

20 LECs which have deploy OLNS/LIDB, purusant to the Commission's Order in
CC Docket No. 91-35, remain under the obligation to provide this tariffed service. The
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who have deployed OLNS/LIDB should not now be required to deploy both this service and Flex

ANI without compensation.

LECs should not face the Hobson's Choice of deploying OLNS/LIDB pursuant to CC

Docket No. 91-35, while later being told by the Commission that the technology deployed is

obsolete. LECs converting to Flex ANI must be permitted sufficient time to coordinate with

vendors and IXCs to ensure that the most efficient and effective deployment of Flex ANI occurs.

In the interim, payphone compensation would be paid on a bulk rate basis as currently required

in the Commission's Waiver Order, 21 or per-call compensation through the use of LEC ANI lists

should be permitted.

LECS SHOULD BE COMPENSATED
FOR USE OF TARIFFED SERVICES USED
IN FRAUD DETECTION

LECs are required to tariff services designed to detect fraudulent use of

telecommunications services under the Commission's Order in CC Docket 91-35. Therefore.

under any Commission mandate in which Flex ANI or any other service is required to be used

for per-call tracking, the Commission should require IXCs to pay compensation to LECs on a per

call basis for payphone calls which are blocked. Clearly, a blocked call may result from the IXC

using Flex ANI or OLNS/LIDB for fraud detection. Thus, IXCs should compensate LECs

Commission stated in its Waiver Order that "[t]his waiver does not change the obligations of
LECs pursuant to our requirements in ... CC Docket No. 91-35, 11 FCC Rcd 17,021 (1996)."
Waiver Order at 4 note 20.

21 implementation ofthe Pay Telephone Reclassification and Compensation
Provisions ofthe Telecommunications Act of1996, CC Docket No. 96-128, Order, DA 97-2162
(Com. Car. Bur., Oct. 7, 1997) ("Waiver Order").
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pursuant to the Commission's Order in CC Docket No. 91-35 for blocked calls. The IXCs

should be required to implement a system to ensure proper accounting of all blocked calls,

provide a list to LECs on a monthly basis, and pay appropriate compensation based upon the

tariffed rates for use of Flex ANI or OLNS/LIDB.

USTA AGREES WITH THE COMMENTS
OF THE LEe COALITION REGARDING AT&T'S
ALTERNATIVE REQUEST FOR RELIEF

AT&T proposes that it be granted a waiver to calculate its payments on a per-phone basis

when payphones are unable to provide specific coding digits. n As the LEC ANI Coalition

correctly describes, AT&T has refused to pay compensation currently owed to PSPs, particularly

to LEC affiliated PSPs. 23 USTA agrees with the comments of the LEC ANI Coalition that any

waiver granted should (l) be permitted only after interim compensation has been paid,24 and (2)

apply only to IXCs that demonstrate that they cannot track compensable calls using LEC ANI

lists.

USTA also supports the LEC ANI Coalition opposition to AT&T's request for a schedule

of when specific coding digits will be available from LEC equal access end offices.25 This

reporting requirement is unnecessary. As the LEC ANI Coalition explained:

[I]t would be infeasible and inefficient for the LECs to provide a schedule stating

n

24

25

AT&T Ex parte at 3 (October 14, 1997).

LEC ANI Coalition Comments at 4.

See also APCC Comments at 21.

AT&T Ex parte at 3 (October 14).
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CONCLUSION

owned by LECs in determining whether to assess an end user common line charge.

Deployment of either Flex ANI or OLNS will provide for per-call compensation. LECs,

9

LEC ANI Coalition Comments at 9.

Slip Opinion, Case No. 95-1563.

26

The record in this proceeding overwhelmingly supports the grant of USTA's Petition.

On October 31, 1997, the United States Court of Appeals released a decision in CF

when they will provide Flex ANI from individual end offices. The deployment of
the switch software and the necessary switch translations work will severely tax
the LECs' already overburden resources. Moreover, the LECs must work closely
with (and receive specific orders from) IXCs in converting specific offices; LEC
scheduling in a vacuum is useless without demand estimates from, and testing
with, IXCs. As a consequence, the LECs should be given the freedom to deploy
the necessary technology in the most efficient manner possible.26

Independent PSP phones are predominately smart phones, while LEC owned payphones

THE RECENT COURT OF APPEALS DECISION
DOES NOT IMPACT THIS PROCEEDING

Court concluded that the FCC could not treat payphones owned by PSPs differently from those

payphones. PSPs with smart phones would still receive per-call compensation by the carriers. In

Communications v. FCCT which some may believe impacts this proceeding. In its ruling, the

are predominately dumb phones. The use of OLNS/UDB would not adversely affect PSP

short, independent PSPs are not disadvantaged vis-a- vis LEC owned payphones whether the

coding digits are provided to the IXCs through Flex ANI or OLNS/LIDB.



particularly small, rural and mid-size LECs, would bear unnecessary administrative,

technological and financial burdens if they are not permitted to use existing facilities to provide

per-call tracking. Should the Commission mandate a particular technical and service standard,

such as Flex ANI, LECs should not be forced to implement the mandate until after appropriate

cost recovery has been ordered to ensure that the financial burden is competitively neutral to

LECs. In addition, the Commission should grant a waiver to LECs serving payphones with non-

equal access switches and switches that currently employ Bell I signaling. Compensation would

be paid pursuant to the Commission's Waiver Order or by per-call compensation through the use

of LEC ANI lists. Granting AT&T' s waiver request to pay compensation on a per-phone basis

must be conditioned on AT&T, and any other IXC. paying interim compensation currently owed.

AT&T' s request that LECs provide lists stating when Flex ANI will be deployed should be

denied.

November 6, 1997 By:

UNITED STATES TELEPHONE ASSO ATION

Ke~~tA-~
Mary McDermott
Linda Kent
Keith Townsend
Hance Haney

1401 H Street, NW
Suite 600
Washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 326-7310

Its Attorneys

10



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Jennifer Jennings, do certify that copies of the foregoing Comments of the United

States Telephone Association were either hand-delivered, or deposited in the U.S. Mail, first­

class, postage prepaid to the persons on the attached service list.



Ken McEldowney
Consumer Action
116 New Montgomery
Suite 233
San Francisco, CA 94105

Meredith Gifford
GE Capital Communication Services Corp.
6540 Powers Ferry Road
Atlanta, Georgia 30339

Orest R. Fiume
KII Telecommunications Partners, Inc.
ClO Nabisco Inc.
7 Campus Drive
Parsippany, NJ 07054

Ken Welk
SITEL Corporation
13305 Birch Street
Suite 100
Omaha, NE 68164

Donald J. Dirren
VI AD Corp.
1850 North Central Avenue
Phoenix, AZ 85077

Thomas Moorman
Margaret Nyland
Kraskin & Lesse, LLP
2120 L Street, NW - Suite 520
Washington, DC 20037

Collen Boothby
Janine F. Goodman
LEVINE, BLASZAK,BLOCK & BOOTHBY, LLP
1300 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Suite 500
Washington, DC 20036-1703

Charles H Helein
HELEIN & ASSOCIATES, P.c.
8180 Greensboro Drive
Suite 700
Mclean, VA 22102

Phillip L. Spector
Monica A. Leimone
Diane C. Gaylor
PAUL, WEISS, RIFKIND, WHARTON & GARRISON
161 5 L Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Harriett Amerson
Thiele Kaolin Company
P.O. Box 1056
Sandersvi lie, GA 31082-1056

Marcus W. Trathen
Brooks, Pierce, McLendon, Humphrey & Leonard, L.L.P.
P.O. Box 1800
Raleigh, NC 27602

Margot Smiley Humphrey
R. Edward Price
Koteen & Naftalin, LLP
1150 Connecticut Ave., NW
Suite 1000
Washington, DC 20036

Office of the Secretary, FCC
Room 222
1919 M Street, NW
Washington, DC 20554

Virtual Voice
Monte A. Stern
21820 Burbank Blvd.
?

Hand Delivered: (original & 4 copies)



Judith St. Ledger-Roty
REED SMITH SHAW & MCCLAY
1301 K St, N.W.
Suite 1100 - E. Tower
Washington, DC 20005

John D. Lee
Budget Rent
4225 Naperville Rd.
Lisle, Illinois 60532

Charles H. Helein
HELEIN & ASSOCIATES
8180 Greensboro Drive
Suite 700
Mclean, VA 22102

Kathleen Q. Abernathy
AirTouch Communications
1818 N Street, NW
Suite 800
Washington, DC 20036

Barry Selvidge
Communications Central, Inc.
1150 Northmeadow Parkway, Suite 118
Roswell, GA 30076

James W. Cabela
David A. Roehr
Dennis Highby
Cabela's, Inc.
812 13th Ave.
Sidney, Nebraska 69160

Napoleon Barragan
Dial-A-Mattress
314C 48th Avenue
Long Island City, NY 11101

Danny E. Adams
KELLEY dRYE & wARREN, LLP
1200 19th St.
Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20036

Chris T. McGowan
DICKSTEIN SHAPIRO MORIN & OSHINSKY LLP
2101 L St., NW
Washington, DC 20037

Dana Frix
Pamela S. Arluk
SWIDLER & BERLIN, CHTD.
3000 K Street, NW
Suite 300
Washington, DC 20007

Mark A. Stachiw
AirTouch Paging
12221 Merit Drive, Suite 800
Dallas, Texas 75251

Daniel W. Umberger
Borden Services Company
180 East Broad Street
Colombus, OH 43215-3799

Ronald Binz
Debra Berlyn
John Windhausen
Competition Policy Institute
1156 15th St, NW, Suite 310
Washington, DC 20006

Mark Cooper
Consumer Federation of America
1424 16th Street, NW
Suite 604
Washington, DC 20036



David Cosson
Pamela Sowar Fusting
National Telephone Cooperative Assn.
2626 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20037

Robert M. Brill
757 Third Avenue
12th Floor
New York, NY 10017

Kathryn A. Zachem
Kenneth D. Patrich
J. Wade Lindsay
Wilkinson, Barker, Knauer & Quinn
1735 New York Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20006

Eddie Roberson
Tennessee Regulatory Authority
460 James Robertson Parkway
Nashville, TN 37243

Martin W. Garrick
San Diego Payphone Owners Assn.
P.O. Box 881
Solana Beach, CA 92075

Eric Witte
Missouri PSC
P.O. Box 360
Jefferson City, MO 65102

ITS
2100 M Street, NW
Suite 140
Washington, DC 20036

Peter Arth, Jr.
Edward W. O'Neill
Patrick S. Berdge
PUC of California
505 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94102

John M. Goodman
Cecelia T. Roudiez
Bell Atlantic
1320 North Court House Road
Eighth Floor
Arlington, VA 22201

Michael E. Hayes
TelaLeasing Enterprises, Inc.
601 West Morgan Street
Jacksonville, IL 62650

Lisa M. Zaina
OPASTCO
21 Dupont Circle, NW
Suite 700
Washington, DC 20036

Tim W. Layton
Medeco
P.O. Box 3075
Salem, VA 241 53

Karen Finstad Hammel
Montana PSC
1701 Prospect Avenue
P.O. Box 202601
Helena, MT 59620

Latham & Watkins
1001 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Suite 300
Washington, D.C. 20004-2200



Derek Blake
Admirals Club
P.O. Box 619280
Dallas/Fort Worth Airport, TX 75261

Martin Cintron
Salvador Yu
Gary S. Lutzker
NY Dept. of Info. Technology and Telecomms.
11 Metrotech Center - Third Floor
Brooklyn, NY 11201

Glenn Stehle
Call West Communications, Inc.
701 N. St. Mary's
San Antonio, TX 78205

john D. Solomon
City of Kansas City
601 Brasilia Avenue
P.O. Box 20047
Kansas City, MO 64195

Cynthia B. Miller
Florida PSC
Capital Circle Office Center
2540 Shumard Oak Blvd.
Tallahassee, FL 32399

Timothy R. Graham
Leo I. George
joseph M. Sandri, Jr.
Winstar Communications, Inc.
1146 19th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036

Michel W. Ward
john F. Ward, jr.
Henry T. Kelley
O'Keefe, Ashenden, Lyons and Ward
30 N. LaSalle Street - Suite 4100
Chicago, IL 60602

David Gorin
National Association of RV Parks and Campgrounds
8605 Westwood Center Drive
Suite 201
Vienna, VA 22182

Susan Drombetta
Scherers Communications Group, Inc.
575 Scherers Court
Worthington, OH 43085

Teresa Marrero
Judith E. Herrman
Teleport Communications Group, Inc.
Two Teleport Drive
Suite 300
Staten Island, NY 10301

Robert E. Cohn
Alexander Van der Bellen
Shaw, Pittman, Potts & Trowbridge
2300 N Street, NW
Washington, DC 20037

Philip L. Verveer
Michael F. Finn
Gunnar D. Halley
Willkie Farr & Gallagher
115521 st Street, NW
Washington, DC 20036

David Gutierrez
Lubbock County Sheriff's Office
P.O. Box 10536
Lubbock, TX 79408

G. Slaby
Truckstops of America
24601 Center Ridge Road
Suite 300
Westlake, OH 44145



Blossom A. Peretz
New Jersey Division of the Ratepayer Advocate

31 Clinton Street
11 th Floor
Newark, NJ 07101

C. Douglas McKeever
InVision Telecom, Inc.
InVision Telecom, Inc.
1150 Northmeadow Parkway
Suite 118
Rosewell, GA 30076

dank Smith
Independent Technologies, Inc.
11422 Miracle Hills Drive
Or\laha, NE 681 54

John M. Bisinger
AHA TelePlAN
51 5 North State Street
Suite 2850
Chicago, IL 60610

Terrence J. Buda
Veronica A. Smith
John F. Povilaitis
Pennsylvania PUC
P.O. Box 3265
Harrisburg, PA 17105

Richard McKenna, HQE03J36
GTE
P.O. Box 152092
Irving, TX 75015

Glenn B. Manishin
Michael D. Specht
Blumenfeld & Cohen
1615 M Street, NW
Suite 700
Washington, DC 20036

Ernest G. Johnson
Cece Wood
Maribeth D. Snapp
Oklahoma Corporation Comm.
P.O. Box 25000-2100
Oklahoma City, OK 73152

E. M. Thurmond
Yuma County Airport Authority
2191 E. 32nd Street
Yuma, AZ 85365

W. Dewey Clower
NATSO, Inc.
1199 North Fairfax Street
Suite 801 Alexandria, VA 22313

Martin A. Mattes
Graham & James
One Maritime Plaza - Suite 300
San Francisco, CA 94111

Betty D. Montgomery
Ann E. Henkener
Public Utilities Commission of Ohio
180 East Broad Street
Columbus, OH 43215

David J. Gudino
GTE
1850 M Street, NW
Suite 1200
Washington, DC 20036

Michael Kellogg
Kellogg, Huber, Hansen, Todd & Evans, PlLC
1301 K Street, NW
Suite 1000 West
Washington, DC 20005



James A. Thelen
The Cleveland Clinic Foundation
9500 Euclid Avenue
Cleveland, OH 44195

Leon M. Kestenbaum
Jay c. Keithley
H. Richard juhnke
Spri nt Corp.
1850 M Street, NW-ll th Floor
Washington, DC 20036

1

Kevin E. Cox
Dallas/Fort Worth International Airport
3200 East Airfield Drive
P.O. Drawer 619428
DFW Airport, TX 75261

jerry W. Hendricks
Telecard Regulatory Services Consultants
11655 SW Allen Blvd.,-Suite 23
Beaverton, OR 97005

Glenn B. Manishin
Elise P.W. Kiely
Blumenfeld & Cohen
1615 M Street, NW
Suite 700
Washington, DC 20036

Lucille M. Mates
Polly Brophy
Pacific Telesis Group
140 New Montgomery Street
Room 1522A
San Francisco, CA 94105

Mary J. Sisak
Donald J. Elardo
MCI
1801 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20006

M. Robert Sutherland
jonathan Banks
Theodore R. Kingsley
BellSouth
1155 Peachtree Street, NE - Suite 1700
Atlanta, GA 30309

William R. Ralls
Leland R. Rosier
Butzel Long
118 West Ottawa Street
Lansing, MI 48933

James S. Blaszak
janine Goodman
Levine, Blaszak, Block & Boothby
1300 Connecticut Avenue, NW
Suite 500
Washington, DC 20036

Michael K. Kellogg
Jeffrey A. Lamken
Kevin J. Cameron
Kellogg, Huber, Hansen, Todd & Evans
1301 K Street, NW - Suite 1000 West
Washington, DC 20005

Sondra j. Tomlinson
US WEST, Inc.
1020 19th Street, NW
Suite 700
Washington, DC 20036

Mark C. Rosenblum
Peter H. Jacoby
Richard H. Rubin
AT&T
295 North Maple Avenue - Room 325213
Basking Ridge, Nj 07920

joe D. Edge
Sue W. Sladek
Drinker, Biddle & Reath
901 15th Street, NW
Washington, DC 20005


